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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)
V. ) Case No. 4:05-cv-00329-TCK-SAJ

)

TYSON FOODS, INC,, et al,, )

)

Defendants. )

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES OF STATE OF OKLAHOMA TO
SEPARATE DEFENDANT COBB-VANTRESS, INC.’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
PROPOUNDED TO PLAINTIFFS

The Plaintiff State of Oklahoma respectfully submits its objections and responses to
Separate Defendant Cobb-Vantress, Inc’s First Set of Interrogatories and Requests for
Production of Documents Propounded to Plaintiffs. The State shall supplement the following
responses and attached privilege logs should additional responsive or privilege-protected

documents come to its attention.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. The State objects to producing all documents at the offices of Separate Defendant
Cobb-Vantress, Inc. in Fayetteville, Arkansas, as such production is overly burdensome. As
more fully set forth in the responses to each request for production, responsive documents will be
produced as they are kept in the usual course of business or shall be organized and labeled to
correspond with the categories in the request, or shall be produced in the exchange of documents

as agreed between the parties.

2 The State objects to these discovery requests to the extent that they seek the

discovery of information that is protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or the work
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product doctrine.

3. The State objects to these discovery requests to the extent that they seek the
discovery of information that is already in the possession of defendant, is obtainable from
another source that is more convenient, less burdensome or less expensive, or is as accessible to
defendant as it is to the State. As such, the burden of obtaining such sought-after information is
substantially the same, or less, for defendant as it is for the State.

4. The State objects to these discovery requests to the extent that they are overly
broad, oppressive, unduly burdensome and expensive to answer. Providing answers to such
discovery requests would needlessly and improperly burden the State.

5. The State objects to these discovery requests to the extent that they improperly
seeks identification of “all” items or “each” item of responsive information Such discovery
requests are thus overly broad and unduly burdensome. It may be impossible to locate “all”
items or “each” item of responsive information to such discovery requests.

6. The State objects to the extent that discovery sought is unreasonably cumulative
or duplicative.

7. The State objects to these discovery requests to the extent that they do not state
with the required degree of specificity and particularity what information is being sought. As
such, such discovery requests are vague, indefinite, ambiguous and not susceptible to easily
discernible meaning. |

8. The state objects to these discovery requests to the extent that the burden or
expense of the proposed discovery outweighs its likely benefit, taking into account the needs of

the case, the amount in controversy, the parties resources, and the importance of the proposed

discovery in resolving the issues.
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9. The State objects to these discovery requests to the extent that they improperly

attemnpt to impose obligations on the State other than those imposed or authorized by the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure.

10. The State objects to the definitions of these discovery requests to the extent that

they improperly attempt to alter the plain meaning of certain words.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: For each instance since January 1,2003 that the STATE

PLAINTIFFS, or anyone acting under their direction performed any monitoring, sampling or
testing of any (i) animal excrement or bedding including but not limited to poultry litter, (ii)
sediments or soils, (111) air, (iv) groundwater or surface water (whether in creeks, streams, rivers,
lakes, reservoirs or elsewhere) in the Illinois River watershed for the presence of any constituent,
including but not limited to those constituents identified in your complaint in this action, please
state:
a) the date (mm/dd/yy) and specific location (by GPS coordinates where available) for each
such sampling, monitoring or testing event;

b) the name, address and telephone number of each PERSON or entity involved in the each
such ‘sampling, monitoring or testing event and describe the nature of each such PERSON'S
relationship with the STATE PLAINTIFFS;

c) Indicate the type of media or material being sampled, monitored or tested during each
such sampling, monitoring or testing event (i.e., poultry litter, sediments, soils, air, groundwater
or surface water); and

d) Describe all tests or laboratory analysis performed or conducted on the media or material
being sampled, monitored or tested during each such sampling, monitoring or testing event and
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indicate or provide the results of all such tests or laboratory analysis.

OBJECTION AND RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: The State objects to this

iterrogatory on the ground that it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege
and/or work product protection.

The State objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information known or
opinions held by expert consultants retained or specially employed by the State or by its counsel
in anticipation of litigation or preparation for trial. Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(4)(A) and (B). As of
the date of this response, the State has not determined which expert retained by it or by its
counsel will provide expert testimony in this case, and the Court has neither established the times
and sequence of disclosure of such expert wimesses pursuant to Fed. R Civ. P. 26(a)(2)(C), nor
has the Court established a trial date to trigger the obligation of expert disclosure 90 days in
advance of trial under that rule. The State will comply with the order of the Court éstablishing
the time of expert disclosures as required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.

The State also objects pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(3) to any discovery of documents
or tangible things prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial by it or by consultants retained
by it or by its counsel.

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(5) and LCvR 26 4, the State’s claim of attorney-client
privilege and work product protection is supported by the attached privilege log. Also, pursuant
to LCvR 26.4(b), the attached privilege log does not contain any work product protection
material or attorney-client privileged material created after the commencement of this action on
June 13, 2005. The State reserves its work product protection claim and attorney-client privilege
claim for all such materials, and reserves its right to supplement the attached privilege log should
the Court enter any order requiring a log for protected or privileged materials created after the
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commencement of this action.

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 33(d), information sought in this Interrogatory, and whose
production is not objected to herein, may be found in the business records of the State which
shall be provided to Defendant Cobb-Vantress, Inc. in the State’s initial document disclosures as
agreed by the parties on May 26, 2006 (or any such later date as may be mutually agreed upon by
the parties). At that time, the State shall produce to Defendant Cobb-Vantress, Inc. an index of
the responsive documents within the document production scheduled for that date.

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQO.1: Provide copies of any and all DOCUMENTS

RELATING to each and every sampling, monitoring or testing event referenced in Interrogatory
No.l above including, but not limited to, sampling plans, laboratory results, assay reports,

QA/QC documents, sampling protocols, photographs and site sketches.

OBJECTION AND RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.1: The State

objects to this request for production on the ground that it seeks materials protected by the
attorney-client privilege and/or work product protection.

The State objects to this request for production of documents to the extent that it seeks
information known or opinions held by expert consultants retained or specially employed by the
State or by its counsel in anticipation of litigation or preparation for trial. Fed R. Civ. P.
26(b)(4)(A) and (B) As of the date of this response, tllle State has not determined which expert
consultants retained by it or by its counsel will provide expert testimony in this case, and the
Court has neither established the times and sequence of disclosure of such expert witnesses
pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(2)(C), not has the Court established a trial date to trigger the
obligation of expert disclosure 90 days in advance of trial under that rule. The State will comply
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with the order of the Court establishing the time of expert disclosures as required by Fed. R. Civ.
P 26

The State objects pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(3) to any discovery of documents or
tangible things prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial by it or by consultants retained
by it ér by its counsel.

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(5) and L.CvR 26 4, the State’s claim of attorney-client
privilege and work product protection is supported by the attached privilege log. Also, pursuant
to LCYR 26 4(b), the attached privilege log does not contain any work product protected material
or attorney-client privileged material created after the commencement of this action on June 13,
2005. The State‘ reserves its attorney-client privilege claim and work product protection claim
for such materials, and reserves its right to supplement the attached privilege log should the
Court enter any order requiring a log for privileged or protected materials created after the
commencement of this action.

The State further objects that the request seeking “any and all DOCUMENTS
RELATING to each and every” sampling event, etc., because such request is overly broad,
unduly burdensome and the burden and expense of the discovery outweighs its likely benefit
taking inte account the needs of the case and the importance of the proposed discovery in
resolving the issues.

The State shall produce responsive documents reasonably available and not subject to the
foregoing objection in the business records of the State which shall be provided Defendant Cobb-
Vantress, Inc. with the State’s initial document disclosures as agreed by the parties on May 26,
2006 (or any such later date as may be mutually agreed upon by the parties). At that time, the
State shall produce to Defendant Cobb-Vantress, Inc. an index of the responsive documents
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within the document production scheduled for that date.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.2: Provide copies of any and all documents relating to

the "scientific investigations" of groundwater contamination in the Illinois River Watershed as
referenced in paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Conduct Limited Expedited
Discovery and Brief In Support (Dkt No 210) including, but not limited to, sampling plans,
laboratory results, assay reports, QA/QC documents, sampling protocols, photographs and site

sketches

OBJECTION AND RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: The State

objects to this request for production on the ground that it seeks materials protected by the
attorney-client privilege and/or work product protection

The State objects to this request for production of documents to the extent that it seeks
information known or opinions held by expert consultants retained or specially employed by the
State or by its counsel in anticipation of litigation or preparation for trial. Fed R. Civ. P
26(b)(4)(A) and (B). As of the date of this response, the State has not determined which expert
retained by it or by its counsel will provide expert testimony in this case, and the Court has
neither established the times and sequence of disclosure of such expert witnesses pursuant to
Fed. R Civ. P. 26(a)(2)(C), nor has the Court established a trial date to trigger the obligation of
expert disclosure 90 days in advance of trial under that rule. The State will comply with the
order of the Court establishing the time of expert disclosures as required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.

The State objects pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(3) to any discovery of documents or
tangible things prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial by it or by consultants retained
by it or by its counsel.

Pursuant to Fed R. Civ. P. 26(b)(5) and LCvR 26.4, the State’s claim of attorney-client

-
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privilege and work product protection is supported by the attached privilege log. Also, pursuant
to LCVR 26.4(b), the attached privilege log does not contain any attorney-client privileged
material or work product protected material created after the commencement of this action on
June 13, 2005. The State reserves its attorney-client privilege and work product privilege claim
for such materials, and reserves its right to supplement the attached privilege log should the
Court enter any order requiring a log for privileged or protected materials created after the
commencement of this action.

The State further objects that the request seeking “any and all documents relating to the”
scientific investigation, etc., because such request is overly broad, unduly burdensome and the
burden and expense of the discovery outweighs its likely benefit taking into account the needs of
the case and the importance of the proposed discovery in resolving the issues

The State objects to this Request for Production because its reference to the State’s earlier
brief renders it vague and ambiguous. The State believes the Request refers to the following
sentence in the referenced brief, and responds accordingly: “The State of Oklahoma’s scientific
investigations as well as a great deal of published scholarly research have concluded that bacteria
from the Poultry Integrator Defendants’ disposal practices are contaminating the groundwater in
the IRW.”

At present, the documents evidencing the State's' "scientific investigations" of
groundwater contamination are covered by the work product protection claimed in the
accompanying privilege log. However, certain publicly available reports support the State's view
that groundwater has been contaminated. As a courtesy to Cobb-Vantress, Inc, some of these
documents shall be produced with the State’s initial document disclosures as agreed by the
parties on May 26, 2006 (or any such later date as may be mutually agreed upon by the parties)
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and shall be identified on an index produced on that date.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3; Provide copies of any and all DOCUMENTS

RELATING to PLAINTIFFS' investigation of "Pouliry Integrator Defendants' waste disposal

practices" as referenced in paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Conduct Limited

Expedited Discovery and Brief In Support (Dkt. No. 210).

OBJECTION AND RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: The State

objects to this request for production on the ground that it seeks materials protected by the
attorney-client privilege and/or work product protection.

The State objects to this request for production of documents to the extent that it seeks
information known or opinions held by expert retained or specially employed by the State or by
its counsel in anticipation of litigation or preparation for trial. Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(4)(A) and
(B). As of the date of this response, the State has not determined which expert retained by it or
by its counsel will provide expert testimony in this case, and the Court has neither established the
times and sequence of disclosure of such expert witnesses pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P
26(a)(2)(C), nor has the Court established a trial date to trigger the obligation of expert
disclosure 90 days in advance of trial under that rule. The State will comply with the order of the
Court establishing the time of expert disclosures as required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26.

The State objects pursuant to Fed. R. Civ P. 26(b)(3) to any discovery of documents or
tangible things prepared in anticipation of litigation or for trial by it or by consultants retained by
it or by its counsel.

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(5) and LCVR 26.4, the State's claim of attorney-client
privilege and work product protection is supported by the attached privilege log. Also, pursuant
to LCvR 26.4(b), the attached privilege log does not contain any attorney-client privileged
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material or work product protected material created after the commencement of this action on
June 13, 2005. The State reserves its atforney-client privilege claim and work product protection
claim for such materials, and reserves its right to supplement the attached privilege log should
the Court enter any order requiring a log for privileged or protected materials created after the
commencement of this action.

The State further objects that the request seeking “any and all DOCUMENTS
RELATING to PLAINTIFFS' investigation” of Defendants waste disposal practices, etc,
because such request is overly broad, unduly burdensome and the burden and expense of the
discovery outweighs its likely benefit taking into account the needs of the case and the
importance of the proposed discovery in resolving the issues.

The State objects to this Request for Production because its reference to the State’s earlier
brief renders it vague and ambiguous. The State believes the Request refers to the following
sentences in the referenced brief, and responds accordingly:  “The State of Oklahoma’s
investigation of the Poultry Integrator Defendants’ waste disposal practices has revealed that
certain contaminants associated with the land disposal of poultry waste exist at levels within the
environment such that they either pose a risk to human health or lead to the creation of chemicals
which threaten human health. For example, poultry waste contains high levels of fecal bacteria

which make their way into the waters of the IRW.”

The State shall produce responsive documents réasonably available and not subject to the
foregoing objection in the business records of the State which shall be provided to Defendant
Cobb-Vantress, Inc. with the State’s initial document disclosures as agreed by the parties on May
26, 2006 (or any such later date as may be mutually agreed upon by the parties). At that time,
the State shall produce to Defendant Cobb-Vantress, Inc. an index of the responsive documents
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within the document production scheduled for that date.
Respectfully submitted,

W_.A. Drew Edmondson (OBA #2628)
Attomey General

Kelly H. Burch (OBA #17067)

J. Trevor Hammons (OBA #20234)
Assistant Attorneys General

State of Oklahoma

2300 North Lincoln Boulevard, Suite 112
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

(405) 521-3921

M. David Riggs (OBA #7583)

Joseph P. Lennart (OBA #5371)

Richard T. Garren (OBA #3253)

Douglas A. Wilson (OBA #13128)

Sharon K. Weaver (OBA #19010)

Riggs, Abney, Neal, Turpen, Orbison & Lewis
502 West Sixth Street

Tulsa, OK 74119

(918) 587-3161

(20K O roeee

Robert A. Nance (OBA #6581)

D. Sharon Gentry (OBA #15641)

Riggs, Abney, Neal, Turpen, Orbison & Lewis
Paragon Building, Suite 101

5801 Broadway Extension

Oklahoma City, OK 73118

(405) 843-9909

S A e et 22
L IS W o e T

¥

J. Randall Miller (OBA #6214)
Louis W. Bullock (OBA #1305)
David P. Page (OBA #6852)
Miller, Keffer & Bullock, PC
222 South Kenosha Avenue
Tulsa, OK. 74120

(918) 743-4460
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May 5, 2006

Frederick C. Baker (admitted pro hac vice)
Elizabeth C. Ward (admitted pro hac vice)
Motley Rice LLC

28 Bridgeside Boulevard

P.O. Box 1792

Mit. Pleasant, SC 29465

(843) 216-9000

William H. Narwold (admitted pro hac vice)
Motley Rice LLC

One Corporate Center

20 Church Street, 17th Floor

Hartford, CT 06103

860-882-1682

Attorneys for the State of Oklahoma
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
) ss:

COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )
I, Tom Gruber, being of legal age, hereby deposes and states that I have read the State’s
Responses and Objections to Separate Defendant Cobb-Vantress, Inc.’s First Set of

Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents Propounded to Plaintiffs and that the

same are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

Tom Gruber e
First Assistant Attorney General

State of Oklahoma

Signed and subscribed to before me on this 5™ day of May, 2006.

(e Yt

Notary Public
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on May 5, 2006, I electronically transmitted the foregoing document

to the following ECF registrants or via United States Mail postage prepaid to the following:

Jo Nan Allen jonanallen@yahoo.com, bacaviola@yahoo.com

Frederick C Baker  fbaker@motleyrice com, mearr@motleyrice com;
fhmorgan@motleyrice.com

Tim Keith Baker tbakerlaw@sbcglobal.net
Douglas L. Boyd dboyd31244@aol.com
Vicki Bronson vbronson@cwlaw.com, Iphillips@cwlaw.com

Paula M Buchwald  pbuchwald@ryanwhaley.com, loelke@ryanwhaley.com

Louis Werner Bullock LBULLOCK@MKBLAW.NET,
NHODGE@MEKBLAW NET; BDEJONG@MKBLAW .NET

Lloyd E Cole, Jr colelaw(@alltel. net, gloriaeubanks@alltel.net;
amy_colelaw@alltel.net

Angela Diane Cotner AngelaCotnerEsq@yahoo.com

John Brian DesBarres mrjbdb@msn.com, JohnD@wcalaw.com
W A Drew Edmondson fc_docket@oag.state.ok.us,

drew_edmondson(@oag state.ok.us; suzy thrash@oag.state.ok.us.

Delmar R Ehrich dehrich@faegre.com, kcarney@faegre.com; ;
gsperrazza@faegre. com; kklee@faegre.com

Joln R Elrod jelrod@cwlaw.com, vmorgan@ecwlaw.com

William Bernard Federman wfederman@aol.com, law@federmanlaw.com:;
ngb@federmanlaw.com

Bruce Wayne Freeman bireeman@cwlaw.com, lcla@cwlaw com
Ronnie Jack Freeman jfreeman(@grahamfreeman.com

Richard T Garren rgarren(@riggsabney.com, dellis@riggsabney com
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¢ Dorothy Sharon Gentry sgentry(@riggsabney.com, jzielinski@riggsabney com
¢ Robert W George robert.george@kutakrock com, donna.sinclair@lkutakrock.com
¢ Tony Michael Graham tgraham(@grahamfreeman.com,

e James Martin Graves Jjgraves@bassettlawfirm.com

¢ Michael D Graves  mgraves@hallestill.com, jspring@hallestill.com:;
smurphy@hallestill.com

e Thomas James Grever tgrever@lathropgage.com

e Jennifer Stockton Griffin Jeriffin@lathropgage.com

e (Carrie Griffith griffithlawoffice@yahoo.com

e John Trevor Hammons thammons@oag. state.ok.us,

Trevor Hammons@oag state.ok.us; Jean_Burnett@oag.state.ok.us
s Michael Todd Hembree hembreelaw 1 @aol.com, traecsmom_mdl@yahoo.com

* Theresa Noble Hill  thillcourts@rhodesokla.com, mnave@rhodesokla.com

¢ Philip D Hixon Phixon@jpm-law.com,

e Mark D Hopson mhopson@sidley.com, dwetmore@sidley.com;
joraker@sidley.com

e Kelly S Hunter Burch fc.docket@oag.state.ok us, kelly_burch@oag state.ok.us;
jean_burnett@oag.state.ok.us

e Stephen L Jantzen  sjantzen@ryanwhaley.com, mantene(@ryanwhaley.com;
loelke@ryanwhaley.com

¢ Mackenzie Lea Hamilton Jessie maci.tbakerlaw@sbcglobal net,
tbakerlaw@sbcglobal net; macijessie@yahoo.com

s Bruce Jones bjones@faegre.com, jintermill@faegre.com; bnallick@faegre.com
e Jay Thomas Jorgensen jjorgensen@sidley.com, noman@sidley.com

* Raymond Thomas Lay rtl@kiralaw.com, dianna@kiralaw.com; niccilay@cox.net
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e Krisann Kleibacker Lee kklee@faegre.com, mlokken@faegre.com

¢ Nicole Marie Longwell Nlongwell@jpm-law com, ahubler@jpm-law.com
* Linda C Martin Imartin@dsda.com, mschooling@dsd! a.com

e Archer Scott McDaniel Smedaniel@jpm-law.com, jwaller@jpm-law.com

e Robert Park Medearis , Jr medearislawfirm@sbcglobal.net

e James Randall Miller rmiller@mkblaw net, smilata@mkblaw.net;
clagrone@mkblaw. net

e Robert Allen Nance rmance@riggsabney.com, jzielinski@riggsabney.com

¢ John Stephen Neas  steve neas@yahoo.com

¢  (George W Owens gwo@owenslawfirmpc.com, ka@owenslawfirmpc com
* David Phillip Page  dpage@mkblaw.net, smilata@mkblaw.net

¢ Marcus N Ratcliff  mratcliff@lswsl.com, sshanks@lswsl.com

¢ Robert Paul Redemann rredemann@pmrlaw.net, scouch@pmrlaw net

* Melvin David Riggs driggs@riggsabney.com, pmurta@ri ggsabney.com

e Randall Eugene Rose rer@owenslaw firmpc.com, ka@owenslaw firmpc.com
¢ Patrick Michael Ryan pryan@ryanwhaley.com, jmickle@ryanwhaley.com;

kshocks@ryanwhaley.com

e Robert E Sanders rsanders@youngwilliams.com,
e David Charles Senger dsenger@pmrlaw net, scouch@pmrlaw net
e Jennifer Faith Sherrill Jis@federmanlaw.com, law@federmanlaw.com:;

ngb@federmanlaw.com

e  William Francis Smith bsmith@grahamfreeman.com,
e Colin Hampton Tucker chtucker@rhodesokla.com, scottom@rhodesokla.com

e John H Tucker Jtuckercourts@rhodesokla.com
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e R Pope Van Cleef , Jr popevan(@robertsonwilliams. com,
kirby@robertsonwilliams.com; kmo@robertsonwilliams.com

¢ Kenneth Edward Wagner kwagner@lswsl.com, sshanks@lswsl.com

¢ David Alden Walls  wallsd@wwhwlaw.com, Hoyda@wwhwlaw.com

s Elizabeth C Ward lward@motleyrice.com

e Sharon K Weaver sweaver(@riggsabney.com, msmith@riggsabney.com

¢ Timothy K Webster twebster@sidley.com, jwedeking@sidley.com:;
ahorner(@sidley.com

*  (ary V Weeks gweeks@bassettlawfirm.com
¢ Adam Scott Weintraub adlaw(@msn.com,
o Terry Wayen West  terry@thewestlawfirm.com,

e Dale Kenyon Williams , Jr kwilliams@hallestill.com, jspring@hallestill.com;
smurphy(@hallestill.com

¢ Edwin Stephen Williams steve willlams@youngwilliams.com

»  Douglas Allen Wilson Doug_Wilson@riggsabney.com, pmurta@riggsabney.com
* JRon Wright ron@wsfw-ok.com, susan@wsfw-ok.com
¢ Lawrence W Zeringue Izeringue@pmrlaw .net, scouch@pmrlaw net
VIA U.S. Mail
e Jim Bagby
RR 2, Box 1711
Westville, OK 74965
e  Gordon W. Clinton
23605 S GOODNIGHT LN
WELLING, OK 74471
s  Susann Clinton

23605 S GOODNIGHT LN
WELLING, OK 74471
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¢ FBugene Dill
P O BOX 46
COOKSON, OK 74424

e Marjorie Garman
5116 Highway 10
Tahlequah, OK 74464

e James C Geiger
RT 1 BOX 222
IKKANSAS, OK 74347

e  Thomas C Green
Sidley Austin Brown & Wood LLP
1501 K STNW
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

e G Craig Heffington
20144 W SIXSHOOTER RD
COOKSON, OK 74427

¢ John E. and Virginia W. Adair Family Trust
RT2BOX 1160
STILWELL, OK 74960

¢ Dorothy Gene Lamb
Route 1, Box 253
Gore, OK 74435

e James Lamb
Route 1, Box 253
Gore, OK 74435

¢« Dara D Mann
Faegre & Benson (Minneapolis)
90 S 7TH ST STE 2200
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402-3901

e Doris Mares
P O BOX 46
COOKSON, OK 74424

e Teresa Brown Marks
323 CENTER ST STE 200
LITTLE ROCK, AR 72201
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¢ (Charles L. Moulton
323 CENTER ST STE 200
LITTLE ROCK, AR 72201

e William H Narwold
Motley Rice LLC (Hartford)
20 CHURCH ST 17TH FLR
HARTFORD, CT 06103

¢ Donna S Parker
34996 S 502 RD
PARK HILL, OK 74451

¢ Richard E Parker
34996 S 502 RD
PARK HILL, OK 74451

¢ Monte W Strout
209 W Keetoowah
Tahlequah, OK 74464

s  (C Miles Tolbert
Secretary of the Environment
State of Oklahoma
3800 NORTH CLASSEN
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73118

¢ Robin L. Wofford
Rt 2, Box 370

Watts, OK 74964 /
onwC( Q /\L%\

)Clt A. Nance




